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the side of greater risk of nuclear devasta-
tion. There is no harm in deploying our mis-
sile defenses before Iran’s ICBMs can reach 
America, but incalculable risk if Iran is 
ready before we are. 

Mr. Obama’s rationale for abandoning the 
Eastern European sites ignores the impor-
tant reasons they were created, underesti-
mates the Iranian threat, and bends the knee 
unnecessarily to Russia. This all fore-
shadows a depressing future. Our president, 
uncomfortable with projecting American 
power, is following the advice of his intellec-
tual predecessor George McGovern: ‘‘Come 
home, America.’’ Both our allies and adver-
saries worldwide will take due note. 

[From the Wall Street Journal, Sept. 23, 
2009] 

OBAMA AND THE POLITICS OF CONCESSION— 
IRAN AND RUSSIA PUT OBAMA TO THE TEST 
LAST WEEK, AND HE BLINKED TWICE 

(By Mark Helprin) 
During last year’s campaign, Sen. Joe 

Biden famously remarked that, if his ticket 
won, it wouldn’t be long before ‘‘the world 
tests Barack Obama like they did John Ken-
nedy’’ on foreign affairs. Last week, Presi-
dent Obama, brilliantly wielding the powers 
of his office, managed to fail that test not 
just once but twice, buckling in the face of 
Russian pressure and taking a giant wooden 
nickel from Iran. 

With both a collapsing economy and nat-
ural gas reserves sufficient to produce 270 
years of electricity, the surplus of which it 
exports, Iran does not need nuclear electrical 
generation at a cost many times that of its 
gas-fired plants. It does, however, have every 
reason, according to its own lights, to seek 
nuclear weapons—to deter American inter-
vention; to insure against a resurgent Iraq; 
to provide some offset to nearby nuclear 
powers Pakistan, Russia and Israel; to move 
toward hegemony in the Persian Gulf and ad-
dress the embarrassment of a more mili-
tarily capable Saudi Arabia; to rid the Is-
lamic world of Western domination; to neu-
tralize Israel’s nuclear capacity while simul-
taneously creating the opportunity to de-
stroy it with one shot; and, pertinent to last 
week’s events, by nuclear intimidation to 
turn Europe entirely against American in-
terests in the Middle East. 

Some security analysts may comfort them-
selves with the illusion that soon-to-be nu-
clear Iran is a rational actor, but no country 
gripped so intensely by a cult of martyrdom 
and death that to clear minefields it 
marched its own children across them can be 
deemed rational. Even the United States, 
twice employing nuclear weapons in World 
War II, seriously contemplated doing so 
again in Korea and then in Vietnam. 

The West may be too pusillanimous to ex-
tirpate Iran’s nuclear potential directly, but 
are we so far gone as to foreswear a passive 
defense? The president would have you think 
not, but how is that? We will cease devel-
oping the ability to intercept, within five 
years, the ICBMs that in five years Iran is 
likely to possess, in favor of a sea-based ap-
proach suitable only to Iranian missiles that 
cannot from Iranian soil threaten Rome, 
Paris, London or Berlin. Although it may be 
possible for the U.S. to modify Block II 
Standard Missiles with Advanced Tech-
nology Kill Vehicles that could disable Ira-
nian missiles in their boost phase, this would 
require the Aegis destroyers carrying them 
to loiter in the confined and shallow waters 
of the Gulf, where antimissile operations 
would be subject to Iranian interference and 
attack. 

Interceptors that would effectively cover 
Western Europe are too big for the vertical 
launch cells of the Aegis ships, or even their 
hulls. Thus, in light of the basing difficulties 

that frustrate a boost-phase kill, to protect 
Europe and the U.S. Mr. Obama proposes to 
deploy land-based missiles in Europe at some 
future date. If he is willing to do this, why 
not go ahead with the current plans? The an-
swer is that, even if he says so, he will not 
deploy land-based missiles in Europe in place 
of the land-based missiles in Europe that he 
has cancelled because they are land-based in 
Europe. 

What we have here is an inadvertent hom-
age to Lewis Carroll: We are going to cancel 
a defense that takes five years to mount, be-
cause the threat will not materialize for five 
years. And we will not deploy land-based 
interceptors in Europe because our new plan 
is to deploy land-based interceptors in Eu-
rope. 

Added to what would be the instability and 
potentially grave injury following upon the 
appearance of Iranian nuclear ICBMs are two 
insults that may be more consequential than 
the issue from which they arise. Nothing 
short of force will turn Iran from the acqui-
sition of nuclear weapons, its paramount aim 
during 25 years of secrecy and stalling. Last 
fall, President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad set 
three conditions for the U.S.: withdrawal 
from Iraq, a show of respect for Iran (read 
‘‘apology’’), and taking the nuclear question 
off the table. 

We are now faithfully complying, and last 
week, after Iran foreclosed discussion of its 
nuclear program and Mojtaba Samareh 
Hashemi, Mr. Ahmadinejad’s chief political 
adviser, predicted ‘‘the defeat and collapse’’ 
of Western democracy, the U.S. agreed to 
enter talks the premise of which, incredibly, 
is to eliminate American nuclear weapons. 
Even the zombified press awoke for long 
enough to harry State Department spokes-
man P.J. Crowley, who replied that, as Iran 
was willing to talk, ‘‘We are going to test 
that proposition, OK?’’ 

Not OK. When Neville Chamberlain re-
turned from Munich at least he thought he 
had obtained something in return for his ap-
peasement. The new American diplomacy is 
nothing more than a sentimental flood of 
unilateral concessions—not least, after some 
minor Putinesque sabre rattling, to Russia. 
Canceling the missile deployment within 
NATO, which Dmitry Rogozin, the Russian 
ambassador to that body, characterizes as 
‘‘the Americans . . . simply correcting their 
own mistake, and we are not duty bound to 
pay someone for putting their own mistakes 
right,’’ is to grant Russia a veto over sov-
ereign defensive measures—exactly the oppo-
site of American resolve during the Euro 
Missile Crisis of 1983, the last and definitive 
battle of the Cold War. 

Stalin tested Truman with the Berlin 
Blockade, and Truman held fast. Khrushchev 
tested Kennedy, and in the Cuban Missile 
Crisis Kennedy refused to blink. In 1983, 
Andropov took the measure of Reagan, and, 
defying millions in the street (who are now 
the Obama base), Reagan did not blink. Last 
week, the Iranian president and the Russian 
prime minister put Mr. Obama to the test, 
and he blinked not once but twice. The price 
of such infirmity has always proven im-
mensely high, even if, as is the custom these 
days, the bill has yet to come. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. DOYLE of Pennsylvania (at the 
request of Mr. HOYER) for after noon 
today and for the balance of the week 
on account of attending the G–20 Sum-
mit in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. PETERS) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. TOWNS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. TONKO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. PETERS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. FLEMING) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. POE of Texas, for 5 minutes, Sep-
tember 30. 

Mr. JONES, for 5 minutes, September 
30. 

Mr. GOHMERT, for 5 minutes, today 
and September 24. 

Mr. FLAKE, for 5 minutes, today. 
f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The Speaker announced her signa-
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of 
the following title: 

S. 1677. An act to reauthorize the Defense 
Production Act of 1950, and for other pur-
poses. 

f 

BILL PRESENTED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 

Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the 
House reports that on September 21, 
2009 she presented to the President of 
the United States, for his approval, the 
following bill. 

H.R. 1243. To provide for the award of a 
gold medal on behalf of Congress to Arnold 
Palmer in recognition of his service to the 
Nation in promoting excellence and good 
sportsmanship in golf. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 10 o’clock and 35 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Thursday, September 24, 2009, 
at 10 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, execu-
tive communications were taken from 
the Speaker’s table and referred as fol-
lows: 

3716. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Methoxyfenozide; Pesticide 
Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2009-0012; FRL- 
8433-8] received September 2, 2009, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

3717. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Pesticide Tolerance Nomen-
clature Changes; Technical Amendment 
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